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USOE probes by questionnaire sequence, (2) applicable supplementary 
or background information, and (3) available related findings. Data 
were collected from interviews with selected personnel from the 
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(A) Florirla is divi^'led into 6 7 orierationnl LF.As . 

The boundries of these district? are coterr'i nus v.’itli 

the boundries of the state's 67 counties. 

(B) 63 LFAs oart ici Date in Title T activities. 

(1) 7 LEAs narticinate during the regular scliool 
term on3v. 

(2) No LEAs oarticinate during the summer term 
onlv. 

(3) 56 LEAs narticiriate durina the regular & 
summer school term. 

(C) Each the 63 narticiea ting LEA's orerate one 



Title I nrogram. 

(D) A total oE 103904 oublic school children and 3140 
non-oubi ic schoo], children narticinated in Title I 
activities during the 3969-70 school vear. 

Additionally/ 452 out oE school vouth were served 
for a total nart icina tion of 107496. This number 
represents a reduction oE 40% in the number of 
children mart icinating during the 1968-69 school '/ear. 
Tittle I stafE members have visited participating LEAs a 
total oE 603 times during the 1969-70 school vear. Tn 
addition to these individual visits 18 reaional meetings 
were held. These regional meetinas brought together LEA 
personnel with personnel ■^rom the OEEice oE Eederal-Etate 
Relations and other eea personnel. The number and purpose oE 



these visits Eor F'v 1°68 and Fv 1969 are summarized in table 1 



TABLE I 
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PURPOSE 


FUMBER or VISITS 


i 0¥ TOTAL 


Planning 


112 


20% 


Program Development 


195 




Program Operation 


175 


31-i 


Evaluation 


63 


Hi 


Coordination 


' 22 


H 


TOTAL 


567 


lOOi 


1969 


PURPOSE 


NUMBER OF VISITS 


i OF TOTAL 


Planning 


12b 


22/0 


Program Development 


226, 


37io 


Program Operation 


158 


2e%o 


Evaluation 


61 


lOPjo 


Coordina"^ ion 


30 


% 


tota’l 


603 


\ooi 
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T'lhile the ef'*‘ects of these visits are not immedj.atelv obvious 
nor are thev arr>.enial)le to direct rr.eanureinont v'e bel.icvc that 
the visits have been of great he.ln to the smaDler LEA's and 
of moderate heln to the larger districts. when LEA admin- 
istrators were sent a ouestionaire regarding qnalitv of the 
services received from the Title I sta'f^f 34% resnonded. tliat the 
services vrere excellent or of great, value.., 60% reported that 
they v;ere satistied with these services or that thev were 
adequate and 6% recommended that additional services be provided. 

An indirect measure of the e t^ecti veness of these \''isits is 
shown in item. I-D. The focus o^ Title I programs have been 
narrov;ed in that the number of participants in Fv 1969 is onlv 
60% of the participants in Fv 1968. This reduction camie about 
as a result of 6 regional meetings and approx imatelv 70 indiv- 
i. d u s 1 F10 0 1 i_ n cf s v/i t hi A r>0 s o n n 0 1 . 

(A) During the last, three vears the SEA has made several changes 
in its procedures intended to improve the aual.itv o'^ Title I 
programs within Florida. Tn the past, ^^ear the maior change 
was to restrict the number of participants in Title I programs 
so as to narrov.^ the tocu.e and increase the effectiveness of 
Title I's compensatorv education programs. This was accom- 
plished by first producing and dfRc^eminating guidelines for 
the establishment of a maximum number of participants 'within 
each LEA. These ouidelines ^rere followed-up v;ith a series of 
six regional meetings explaining the necessitv for and the rationa'] 
behind this reduction of participation. LEA project applications 
were reviev^ed and where necessar'^ individual meetings between staff 
members of the LEA and the Eea were arrange^ to resol^'^e difficultie 



Ar1ditional.lv v;e have instituted the renuir.inq ot a "T)rosnectus” 
as a nar+- -f the ' s apnlicatior rocedure. The IihA.'s cir~ 
rocfuired to submit^ throe nionth.s be:^ore the norral anplication 
date, a prospectus o-f" an application dor funding of a Title I 
project. This prospectus must outline the purpose, target population, 
evaluation methods, budget, personnel, and equipment the 
proposed project. The prospectus is then revieve^^ by the Sb'C 
staff m.embers with areas needing additional in-^ormation or 
justidication being pointed out to the LE.A's, mhe T.FA ' s then are 
able to re'^rise or modi-'^v their nlans, incorporating changes into 
a final grant application that would enable them to provide 
improved services to the educational].''^ deprived children of 
their area. 

In addition there has been an adp,inistrati''’’e reorganization 
v/ithin the E.D.P. Eight general consultants were employed 
bv the S.D.E. to travel throuerhout the state providing the 
lea’s with general consultative ser''n‘.cos and assist ince in 
solving local educational problems. These men v/ere originallv 
emploved in the Division od Curriculum an^^ Tn<=:truction but thev 
have been transferred to the Deputv Superintendent ' s division 
which allo'v’s for a close and much improved wording relation- 
ship with the Office of '^ed.eral-State Relations, '-'h.ich is also 
under Deputv .Superintendent, and. redlects their crowing 
involvement in the area of federal programs. 



The Title T grant apnlication rorni<=; have been rrio'"’i. led ao as 
to inspire that the LEA's become involved in con'.nrohens i ve educa 
tional olanninq. It is believed ruat this shi^t in format 
when counlsd '-/’ith the emnhasi s nlaced o?i nlann.i.ne bv SDE staff 
membeers in both nrosnectus and anolioation discussion with the 
lea's v;ill result in a more connrehensive and cohesive pattern 
of compensator\’’ education v/ithin the State o'^ Flori.da. 

(B) It has onl.v been within the past two vears that the 
non-public schools have recognized the benefits available 
under Title I, FSEA and that the nul:)lic schools have offered 
anv services to non-nublic school children. The interest 
of the Roman Catholic schools in ^itle I v/hich began in tt'V 
1*169 has continued to gro^-^ in fv ].970 and the proportion of 
non-Public school students participating in Title I 
activities has continued to increase. 

During the 1968-69 school vear 4013 r:)ublic school children 
participated in Title I activities. This number Fell to 
3140, as a result oF declining non-public school enrollment 
and a reduced target population. This is, hc/e'^T'or , an 
increase From; 2% to 3% of the total Title I parti cinants . 

The SEA has issued gui del ines advising the LEA' s of their 
responsibi ],i ties to non-PT.iblic school children and has 
continued to act as m.ediator betx-’een LEA's and non-public 
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schoo] personnr;! to aii'l thom in resol^n.nq nomo of the nany 
probienis associaterl ''/itb this verv delicate area. 

(C) As vr . indicated in last vc.ar"' Titl e I reoort , little 
can be done to incorporate evaluation resvilt.s V7it!ii.n the 
Title I an]Dlication nrocess due to our current timetable. 

This is a particular Iv di^ticult m-oblem as LEA grant ann- 
licati.ons are being nroccs.sed and annroved several, months 
prior to the receipt of '^tate Title I Evaluation ouestions 
from the U.S.n.E. me have attemnted to comnensate for this 
bv providing a tentative set ouestions for the LEA's 
but even these are not returnable to the SPE until after 
the aoproval of the next vear's nrooram. Ignoring the 
nroblemis invol^^ed, particularly the constraint of tim.e, 
we are now attem.nting to structure an earlier evaluation 

renort each year, with a final goal being an evaluation renort / 

available prior to the renewal and refunding of a nroject. 
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(a) The data in the tv;enty-tv/o follov.dng tables give some 



4 . 

indication of the effect of Title 1 activities upon the 
educational achievement of disadvantaged students. These 
tables report test data on 13 percent of ..the public school 
Title I participants 5 21 percent of the non-public school 
Title I participants and approximately l8 percent of non- 
participants . 

The data in these tables indicate that Title I programs have 
made a significant improvement in the academic achievement of 
target children. As the extent of improvement appears to 
decrease in the higher grades one could assume that the 
identification and provision of services to target children in 
the earliest (K-3) grades would provide the maximum benefit to 
the child and the greatest economy to the nation. 
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STANDARDIZED ACHIEVEMENT TEST RESULTS 
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STANDAEDIZED ACHIEVEMENT TEST RESULTS 
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STAI®AEDIZED ACHIEVEMENT TEST RESULTS 
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STANDARDIZED ACHIEVKMENT TEST RESULTI 
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STANDAEDIZED ACHIEVEMENT TEST RESULTS 
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(B) This year, for the first time, manv (43%) of Florida's 
LFAs ro^/i-.. L a positive relationship hetvreen nrogram 
e f f ectiv^eness an'^ orocirani cost., ’'■^e believe that this 
acknov-'ledgement has been caused by the reduction of the number 
of Title I nartici.oants . LEAs are fin'^ing that there is a 
greater per ouoil increase in nertormance v;hen a given 
amount of monev is used to nrovi.de service to a smaller 
number of children, 

A survey of LEAs indicates that the most effective Title I 
nrograms include sound planninci, strong leadershin and good 
teacher acceptance, inservice training, parental invol'^^ement 
and smaller classes with a areater degree of individualization. 
To be effective, the Program must be ^ullv budcreted and. have 
access to support personnel and m.aterial ’-/hen and as reauired. 
Attached, as addenda to this section are statements from 
four of our largest LFAs regarding the characteristics of 
their njore effective proprams. 
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B rov/ard 

couiiTy 

* 1969-1970 



CT:-j;-.;i.srj cs ci-' 






PLcaso explain b 
relationship bet 
more effective ^ 
indicate the nav! 
to observe or me 



cv; if pc'jr county ;ias fc-unl: l) 

en prce:rav; ef fecrivor.vss and pi'O; 
Ic I orcr!i‘ctr.* 5 ccri-^-ir* 

e c: th-:. relationship or charact 



any evidt^nca that there is a 
rarr. cost or ^ 2) that your 

ter i sties in corvson . P!...:se 

;■ i s I i c ? a n;:l t e r,e t r '.c- 1 use d 



1. After initial cost, because of staff uti li zatioii , coordination , and a 
more economic use of niatcri al s , the cost factor relationship to program 
effectiveness is a more econoinic approach than in most Reading Clinics. 

STAFF UTILIZA TIOi; 

The expertise of each staff member is utilized th.rough a Team Teaching 
Approach. The prime concern is to utilize the staff, facility, equipment 
amd materials in a manner that not only provides a climate v/hicli assures 
personalized success for each child but organizes materials within several 
teams, thus eliminating unnecessary duplication. 

Many consunmiable materials have been re-organized into Kit- type materials 
lending themselves more effectively to an individualized program as well as 
a more economic use. 



PARA PROFESSIONALS 

By the use of para professionals more students are served moi'e economically 
than in a program employing only professional teachers. The practice of 
employing teacher aides, whose function is to assist teachers, is based on 
the assumption that relieving teachers of various routine chores v/ill allow 
them more time to engage in the professional activities for which they ai'e 
uniquely qualified. 



ECONOMY OF TIME AS RELATED TO PROGRESS 

Because students progress in the Title I Reading Program at twice the 
rate as in their regular classroom, the program is economically more feasible. 
2. Characteristics of Program Effectiveness which are related to cost; 

Competency o f Staff 
Specialized Courses 
Specialized Training 
Specialized Experience 

Personnel Effect i va in Specific Roles 
Ad mi ni s tr a t i ve Rol e s 
Program Coordinating Roles 
Specialized Instructing Roles 
Para Professional Roles 
Clerical and Secretarial Roles’ 
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COUNTY Broward 

1969-1970 



CHARACTERISTICS OF PROGRAM EFFECTIVENES S ( conti nued) 
Continuous In-Service 
Cost For Cons''"' *:ants 



Cost For Time 

Equipment and Materi als-Ini ti a1 Cost Primarily 
Time For Rlanning-Cost Factor 



Methods Used to Measure the Characteristics of Program Effectiveness. 

Facili ty : Continuous evaluation and innovation in regard to the best 
utilization of furniture and space as well as the various function 
areas of the Reading Center. 

Staff: Evaluation forms required at the county and state level and periodic 

administrative assessment. Also staff self-evaluation by teams. On 
going self-evaluation of teams and individual team members. 

Program: Standardized tests are used to measure intelligence and reading 

achievement. A review of research conducted by the Broward County Board 
of Education Research Department reveals that the Reading Center Program 
produces gains in reading achievement. More importantly, it has been found 
that these gains are still maintained on year after pupils complete the 
program. 

Diagnostic test results, informal inventories and check lists are analyzed and 
form the basis for prescribing each individual child's remedial program. 

A Behavioral Rating form is sent to the classroom teachers at the time a child 
enrolls in the Reading Center program. Another is sent when the student is 
released. Thjs information is used to determine to what extent the program 
influences a child's behavior. This data also proves valuable in identifying 
the characteristics of children who profit most and least from the program. 
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COUKTY 



J>d 



CK^.ACTERISTICS OF PROGRAM EFFECTIYEiKSS 



Please explain below if your county has found: l) any evidence that there is a 
relationship betv;een program effectiveness and program cost or, 2) that your 
more effective .iule I programs have certain .uaracteristics in common. Please 
indicate the nature of the relationship or characteristics and the methods used 
to observe or measure them. 



The 1969-70 data have not been completely analysed.. Available evidence from previous 
evaluations indicateC' that there is probably ca positive relationship betv;cen program 
effectiveness and program cost, (The most effective project has ahvays had the highest 
per-pupil expenditure.) There also appears to be a positive relationship bctv.’oen 
effectiveness and the employment of individualized or sivall group instruction, 

(The more effective projects have all employed individualized or small group instruction,) 

The effectiveness of the projects wore determined by using the pre-test post-test 
gain versus projected gain and by using experimental- versus-control experimental 
designs. 
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COLi'iT'jf IXivaJ. 



Crf/LKAC^,‘^hlT^Tl■(:^ •:)]•' PRC TRAM Ei''J''JJCTIW;;;'.'CS5 

Plea.s-_' expliiin bolov.’ if you:' count.. ;/ hr.o found: l) any ovidenco thac inero in a 
rolationrfnip bet.'-;c-c:'. prop;.''iuii c-i'rociivciv.;ns ai'id pro^i'an coat c.r, 2) that your 
more ef reel. iv“ tie I. prO(:;,''a::':S l',.;ivo certcii!'. ...lar.-icteristics in cornnon. Pl.^se 
indicate the nature of the rolationaiiip or chara.- teristics and the methods used 
to observe or measui'C tivju. 

It has been found t'nat our moi-e effective Title 1 pr6£.;ra;:is have t-iree ch.a.racLcr' 
istics in co.mjnon; stroiig leadership, a good in-soi'vice trairdiig progx'a"', and 
flexibility of approacii in meeting objectives. 



The coordinators of these programs have plamed carefully and follov'ed all 
phases of their programs closely. 

The participating teachers ’were given intensive, continuous in-service train-irig; 
v/hich net only introduced them to new materials, techniques and methods to 'oe 
used in the programs but also emjhasized the phdlosophy tiiat each child, is 
capable of achlevlrig success. 4s a result, these teaclierc are committed to 
the idea that every child can learn. 

The objectives were clearly stated and the activities designed to meet th.em. 
Those actii/ities v;hich in the previous year’s evaluation v;ere not considered 
to be contributing to successful progra.m nccomp].ishment v;ere cither discarded 
or modified, neu activities v/ere instituted and those activities x^roducing 
desired outcomes vere continued. 

A. relationship betv/een program effectiveness and. progi'am cost has been, fovind 
in the DISCUS project. The cost per participating pupil in this Title I 
program is S21.15* Its effectiveness is demonstrated bp^ data in Parts II and III 
of the Title I evaluation. 
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COUNTY Pi.nellas 



CR^i;:ACTERISTICS OF PROGRM EFI‘'ECTI^/EN2SS 

Please explain belov/ if your county has found: l) any evidence that there is a 

relationship between program effectiveness and program cost or^ 2) that your 
more effective „ lul.e I programs have certain . aaracter 1st ics in common. Pl>,c.se 
indicate the nature of the relationship or characteristics and the methods used 
to observe or rrieasare them. 

1* There seems to be evidence of definite relationship between program 
affectiveness and prograra costs. In earlier years of ESEA, Title I, 
programs were designed to serv^e all identified children which spread 
expenditure over some 12,000 children in Pinellas County. When 
approximately the same amount of money was concentrated on less than 
4/000 children (1969-70) effectiveness increased. 

2. In analyzing those activities which were most successful in facilitating 
effective student outcome / the following characteristics were identified; 

a. Emphasis was upon process and not content. 

b. Focus was on the individual child and his frame of reference. 

c. Teachers, specialists and/or aides used positive statements much 
more frequently than negative statements when relating to children. 

d. Stable limits (rules) for each activity were developed with the 
assistance of students and frequently v/ere posted so all could see. 

e. Each child was frequently and consistently praised for his effort 
and his behavior considered appropriate for him. 

f. Children were encouraged to assume responsibility for their own 
learning and for their classroom behavior. 

g. Parents were encouraged to become involved with their children’s 
educational experiences . 
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The e-f^feci. of the "'■it.le I nroqran\ unon the ac3Tni.ni'^trati ve 
structure ari'f the educational nractices of the quA are renorted 
in the answer to Question 3. 

Title I's effect on the administrative structure of the LEAs 
has been liirdted to t’^’o areas. First, each LEA has emoloved 
a full time oerson to coordinate federal nrograms. In the 
smaller districts one person coordinates all ■f^ederal orograms 
vjhile in the laraer LEAs this function is distributed among 
several neople. Secondlv, Title I has demonstrated the value of 
skilled stapervision and has led to the v?ide-snread emnlovm.ent o^ 
area supervisors and curriculum coordinators. 

In the area of educational nractices manv changes are attributed 
to Title I. This vear, however, a maioritv of the LEAs have 
reported that the greatest effect of Title I has been to increase 
efforts to coordinate school and cemmunitv programs to reach 
the disadvantaged and to increase emnhasis on staff develop- 
ment and inservice training. mhe coordination ot programs within 
. ♦ 

school svstems and with other non-school agencies was forced 
upon the LEAs b'^r Title I. Over the live vear life of ESEA the 
LEAs have come to recognize tbe value of this coordination and 
have expanded it to mianv non--f"ederal nrogram.s. The increased 
effectiveness of Title I teachers and staff has demonstrated 
the value of staff development. As a result of Title I, manv LEAs 
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now have comnlete, district v/lde, staff dovelonrnont and inservicc 
traininq nroqraps. 

The LE^s h" 'C also renort©''’ that to the .1 eadersh in o-p Title I, 

sturlent-teacher ratios have been reduced, earlv childhood 
programs have been developed, and na ra-nrof essiona 1 emnloyees have 
been more effectively utilized. 



> ♦ 



O 

ERIC 



37 



6. (A) During the ^^ear FlorirTa did not provide state 

funds to auament Title I programs or to provide specia] 
compensatt,^: y education programs. I.^.■•^;ever , a compensator'^ 
education bill 's'as introduced in the 1^70 session ot the 
state legislature -^or the -Pirst time. This bill died on 
the calender at the end ot the session, but it is signi-^icant 
to note that data supplied bv the Title T office v;as valuable 
in securing its comr>ittee passage. 

(B) Attached , as addenda to this section, are tour examples 
of coordination of Title I '^’ith other oroarams. These 
reports are from two large T.EAs , Broward and Duval counties, 
one medium size LEA — ^asco Cmantv, and one small LEA — 

Calhoun Countv 
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cou!ii/y_ L7,iy.r\L 



Tho Title I k;i.riaery,art!:::i nroyr?!:i j rovj.cics an excolL.-rit oxa'.!].'.!':' o.C the coo:xi.iria.tio;'( 
of eiTor-t for t'ne ].iu"|oao of nroviairiy b’,;;erita to t;.e od’acatioMal].;.'' doj'rj.ved 
child . 

Title III S E A n C }i wo,? coordiJiatod and suj'cr'viseJ Vjy Title I kind.eryartou 
staff uvrJ.np; sorac techulquoa first developed in Title I lelnderga,rtons . Follow 
Through^ funded by the Office of Econoinic Opportiuiity, ’•.■as tl'ion iir;pl' 3 r!'.ented 
uti].iz:ing ;.-vathods and tcchn.iqu.es developed by the S E A R C }! project and 
medical^ dental, and social services coordinated througii the Title I kinder- 
garten project. In this program, selected children are followed from the 
Parent Child Center through FuLl Year Head Start, and into Follov; Tiirough which 
serves children K - 2. The ne;ct step) v;as the addition of the; Teacher Corps 
comp’onent to the Follov; Througli pi^ogi'an. Teacher Corps provides university and 
in-service training specifically geared to the education of the deprived child. 

Another example of coordi.naticn of effort is found in the Career Opportunities 
Program funded under EFDA. This program p-rovides paraprof essionals an oppor- 
tirnity to seciu’e a college degree in the field of education. Eighty-five 
percent of our Title I teacher aides are taking advantage of this opportunity. 

The ultimate ‘beneficiaries of their education will, be the children they serve. 
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COUiri'Y 



Orov/rr-c 

1 /■ u- 



COORDI 



:/'.x’3.o:i OR 



T-'vrn:^ 



ORTS 



The U. S. Offic-j 
of tho coorcli.’i c-.v 



of Rducf.lion is seo3:ir; 
on of Tj.tli.e I efferts 



"ouLstanfing" 02 ' "suporiov" ex 
1th those of other federa.l'iy fu 



programs. 3d' you 'oelieve that your effort has 'Deen outs tanainy p], 
your p,ror;ra.v. ful?.y, incl.uoir.;; the ider'.oity of other pro^r-a.o,.-. ar.d a 
volved ar.d hov; t'n-iso offoi'ts are brought to 'oear up'On the pro'ole;.'.s 
the educationally ’ prived chil.d. 



nc i 
of r 




The basic purpose of the Title i Reading Clinics has been to help 
individual students and 'to support and assist the classroO;:i teachers in 
improving reading and lanciuage skills throughout the school systeio. These 
centers are located in strategic economic and geographic' areas throughout the 
county and serve as a focal point for in-service, diagnosis and remad i ati ons , 
dissemination of infromation, -and a community facility. Groups from outside 
the state have visited for suggestions in construction center for the non- 
conference year in connection v/i.th the Teacher Education and Professional 
Standards Conference of the Florida Education Association. 



Coordi nati 0 !i With Other Federally Fund ed Programs 

Staff 'members have served as consultants, assisted i n workshops , 
seminars and in-service programs with the following programs: 

Migrant Ed ucation 

Coopera'ted with this program through the utilization of this staff and 
its resources in the pre- and in- service migrant staff- development 
v/orkshop for the improvement of educational opportunities for migrants. 

Migrant Ki ndargarte n 

Assisted with program 

Civil Rights Pilot Program (1966-1967) 

Involved'^* n setting up and implementing a program to provide seminars 
in specialized problems in administration, guidance, reading, language in 
four mul ticul tural sdiools. 

Foster Grand pa rents Program 

Empl oyed”'personnel from this program 

Headstart 

Assisted in an advisory, consultant capacity, as well as involvement in 
program implementation. 

Assisted in television coverage. 
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COUNTY Broward 

“T969-1970 

COORDINATION OF EFFORTS (continued) 

Other Agencies : 

The Center hui been involved in receiving ^,id giving assistance with 
the following: 

Optometrist - Opthamologist 
University Reading Clinics 
Private Reading Clinics 
Office of Economic Opportunity 
Broward County Health Department 
Henderson Clinic of Broward County 
FI oirda State Department of Public Welfare 
Bureau of Blind Services 
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COUI'ITY 



Pasco 



COORDINATION OF EFi'ClRTS 



The U. S. Office of Education is seeking "outstanding" or "superior" examples 
of the coordination of Title I effcrts v.'ith those of other federally funded 
programs. If you believe that your effort has been outstanding please describe 
your program fully, including the identity of otlier programs and agencies in- 
volved and how th - a efforts are brought to bee upon the problems of reacts'- _ 
the educationally deprived child. 



We feel that our health program is superior and that coordination and 
cooperation between the Pasco County Health offices and the school 
system is outstanding. 

Our county contracts for health services v/hich includes pre observation, 
follow up work with the families of those students involved. In close work 
with our school coordinator of Health, the county health services include: 
Hospitalization, medical, dental, medication, psychological examinations , 
transportation, and health education. 

Our program, while paying for the services of three nurses, enjoys the 
benefits of nine full time nurses. The nurses are involved in both school 
site services and hom.e visit services. 

Through the home visits of the county nurses many cornmunily health 
problems have been identified and inmost cases, corrected. According 
to school health records, teacher observations, and reports by school 
personnel health problems of the target students ( and others inlthe 
community) are not as great as they have been in previous years. 

Evidences of fewer internal parasites, fewer infectious skin problems, 
and increased red blood count indicate that efforts of the health department 
are effective. Many problems still exist, but it is the concensus of 
opinion that much is being accomplished both in the identification of 
health probfems and in the treatment of those problems. 

A great effort is underv/ay in our county for more effective health education 
programs. Nurses spend many hours in the actual teaching of health in the 
homes of students. Films, lectures, disscussion, and personal help are 
integral with our total health program. Teachers and nurses work close_ly 
in an effort to prevent problems before they cause problems for the student 
or the student's family. 

Nurses, teachers, and administrators agree that there is plenty left to be 
done, but all feel that great strides have been made during the past few 
years towards better health for all pPasco County students and their families. 
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D-7 (cont.) 



Pasco 



COUxNTY 



Information gained from nurses often helps change teacher attitude concerning 
certain children as has been shov/n by increased teacher visits in the homes 
of many studeins. 

The contracted sers/ices pennitted by Title I has been instaimental if the 
rapport v/hich has been developed between the school and the health 
service. 
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COOP.DINAl'IOI, OT' UPi'OiVIS 

The U. S. Office of KTucation io scold njj "outstaiiding" oi' "superior" exai.-.pies 
of the coord in oti on of Title I effert.s vd,t!:i tlnOoc of otiior fedei'cilly funded 
pro{ira;'.is . If you boi.ieve thet youj' effort has been cutstanclino please describe 
your prori'c-.n fully, inc.ludin 3 the identity of other prograns and. agencies in- 
volved and hov.' t'-‘'-se efforts are brought to b-'-'-.- upon the problems of i-eacr' g 
the educationally deprived child. 

S 0 rv i c; £ fr-o::. tic C'ou.r’ty llioalth I'.-paT-tr.'.cr: t , Social Volf ar- 
Dccft.v-t.’.e-on t, local doctor, Stntc-r'o'loral Voca-tion cl Eo’ieiI ili tail on 
Service, and local schoed. persorjr.el have bee:'; ■'.TOi-e .cd v.oua.tcly 
extended to oclplnf-. Title I ci.aldi-co. Ore c>u Let j'nd j np; er.a.r-vlc 
is given riolov;'. 



A Title 1 idcnt.ified student in Grade Id in a local ?c’-;Oo] 
bad a history of aboentoeic’-i since the 9th ,crad.n havinpr tr-ona- 
ferr-cd to a Senior Ih eh 
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7 /ears ■ ago . 

During the school year, the school counselor nsde efforts 



to irrpr 



c V e 



ne subject's self concept s.nd v/cy of lif' 



rro:r 



these e.ffcrts canio th.e followinc activities: 



1. A. local doctor gave a free iriodical oxsrcinatlon as 
needed . 

2. * The Telfarre Deportaient u'pen refeiv-al carried the 

girl to a spocicl clinic for. further rcedical 
exar.iino tlons . 

3. The local Health Dep artroont made hone visits. 

4 . The Voceticnal Reh.abili. t ati cn Prograva prcvlded 
in depth co..inscling. 

5 . The District Dental Health. Association centinued 
these counseling services. 



The result of all those efforts is the .girl Is enrollinn 
in college for the coving year< She hss a long '..'ay to go. 

After r e a 1 i u i n g t 'r s t s ;i e v.'c ul d 
0 vers a t i o n , a; s no c u e s b ; 

secnr -3 only in a room at h.ouie, loohed on herself ss oeing 
inferior among other handicaps; one notes that shu 
read;"- come thi‘Oug’n a difficult pCi'iod in her life, 
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t’^hen examined quantitatlvelv, Title I Drograrr.r, have been 
succGSRfvj3 .'.n briminq comeenaate::- 3clucatio)i to children 
enrolled in non-oublic schools. Due to a reduction in 
non-nublic school enrol.lment and the narro'.-/inn the Tit].e I 
focv\s, the absolute number (undunl j cated) of Title I oartic- 
ioants fell from, four thousand and thirteen in the 1968-1969 
school year to three thousand one hundred forty in the l969-]970 
schoo] year. Ilov/ever, '-/hile the niiblic schools reduced the level 
of their narticioa tion bv 40%, the non-nublic school nartic- 
inantion v/as redxjced b^/ onlv 22%. Tn fact, non-public school 
students made up 2% ot the Title I participants in the i.968-1969 
school vear and 3% of the Title I participants during the past 
school vear. It has also been reported bv the LEA that the 
Title I participant count bv activi tv (duplicated) has increased 
bv 4% . 

Oualitat ive Iv the Title I offerings to non-nublic school children 
are strong in that the non-public school participant receives 
the sam.e services as does the participant from a public school. 
For the most part, difficulty arises from the fact that the 
program must be brouaht to the child due to scheduling and. 
transportation difficulties. This does lead to some inequalities 
and offering limitations, bTit taking the limits of scheduling, 
space, and time into consideration, the Proarams provided to 
non-public school students is comparable to nroarams available 
to public school students. 
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Seventv ner cent of LET'S rennrtei^ an onerational non-public 
school vrithin their district. Of these, all offered services 
to the non-nublic schools and services were utilized, bv the 
non-nublic schools in of the districts. The other 14% 

indicate that the non-n\iblic schoo] either were not elicrible for 
services, their students did not need offered services, or thev 
simolv refused the of-f'ered serv.i.ce.s. 

Efforts at coordination and the encouragement of joint planning 
of Title I projects begun last vear have continued through the 
1969-1970 school vear. The Office of Federal Etate Relations has 
continued to encourage LEAs to involve non-public school nersonnel 
in all nhases of program develonment from nlannina to evaluation. 
Several conferences have been arranged betv/een the nersonnel of 
the larger LEAs, the .lET^, and aaencies such as the 'p’lorida 
Catholic Conference. The nurposes o^ these meetings have been 
both specific and general. General, in that they were used in the 
attempt to ovien lines of communication and encourage cooneration 

and, snecific in that each meeting had. at its focus some snecific 

. ♦ 

problem area. Services made available to non-nublic school children 
were essentiallv tbe same as those offered to children attending 
public schools. The only modifications renorted bv the LEAs minor 
scheduling changes and the nlacing of some m.aterials in the non- 
public schools. Details as to the nart icination of non-public 
school students in Title T nrograms annear in the follov/ing table. 
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PARTICIT^ATIO?’ nv' N0:T-PUBL1C nCHOOL 



CHILIP-P’P 



IN TITLE I PROGRANE* 



Service 

Readincj 

Visits to Edijcat.i ~ ,al Farm 
Language Arts 
In-Scr.;ice Training 
Museum & ’Planetarium Trips 
Speech Therap'^’ 

Summer School 

Visiting Teachers 

Hearing Tests 

A-V Materials 

Remedial Math 

Library Service 

Health Service 

Reading Resource Teacher 

Food Service 



Timo 


Da^' 


Term 


1-2-3 


■ 1 


2 


1-2 


I 


2 


1-2 


]. 


2 


1-2 


1 


1-2 


1-2 


1 


2 


1-2 


1 


1 


1-2 


1 


1 


1-2 


1 


2 


1-2 


1 


2 


1-2 


1 


2 


1-2 


1 


2 


1-2 


1 


2 


1-2 


1 


2 


1-2 


1 




1-2 


1 





Number of 
Part i c 3 nant s 

3159 

IPS'-. 

1678 

790 

737 

641 

296 

290 

277 

252 

140 

129 

45 

43 

25 



Total 



10454* 



* Not an unduplicated count 
CODms : 





1=8 A.M. 


t:o Moon 


2= ^3oon 3 » 3= 


Atp.M. to Ihp. 


DAV 


1= School 


n.n 


2 ‘*’0 e 0 n d s 




TERM 


l=Summ,er 


School T 


e r m ? = R c g u I a r S c h co 1 


Term 
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8. Of 52 lea's responding to a survey regarding joint training of teachers 

and teachers aides nine {ll%) reported that they did not employ aides, 
thirty-nine (75‘5^) reported that they employed aides in their Title I 
program and four {Qfo) reported the joint training of teachers and aides 
funded under some non-Title I program. 

The general pattern of activities within these joint training programs 
can be seen in the follov^ing summary of topics covered in individual 



programs as reported by the operating LEPAs. 

TOPIC MJT4BSR OF LEA's 

REPORTING 

Discussion of Duties & Responsibilities 25 

Operation of A-V Equipment 1^^ 

Professional-Non-professional Relationship 1], 

Child Development 10 

Clerical Duties & Procedures 10 

Preparation of A-V Materials 8 

School Law 6 

Techniques in Reaching the Child 6 

Curriculum Overview 6 

Explanation of Compensatory Education Programs 5 

Testing & Evaluation 5 

First Aid 4 

Philosophy of Teaching 4 

Characteristics of the Disadvantaged 4 
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In addition several LFA’s added specialized training such as: 
hearing an^^ vision testing^ team teaching, interpersonal relations ^ 
exceptional children^ speech therapy and desegregation which fit 
particular or specific local needs. A description of Broward County' 
Joint training program is attached to this section. 

The table below Indicates the number of teachers and teacher aides 
participating in each training project and the length of the course 
of training. 
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Participation in 


Coordinated Trainin 


g Program 


Name of 


Number of 


Number of 


Length of C 


County 


Participating 


Participating 


in Hours 




Teachers 


Teachers Aides 




Alachua 


30 


39 


40 


Brevard 


33 


6 


120 


Brov/ard 


25 


12 


24 o 


Calhoun 




22 


8 


Charlotte 


73 


26 


6 


Clay 




10 


35 


Columbia 




29 


4o 


Dade 


215 


126 


4l 


DeSota 


7 


17 


70 


Duval 


Il4 


86 


90 


Escambia 


80 


30 


7 


Gulf 




20 


6 


Hamilton 


20 


30 


30 


Hardee 


10 


37 


9 


Hendry 


81 


11 


15 


Highlands 


6 


l4 


80 


Holmes 


20 


35 


12 


Indian River 


21 


21 


26 


Levy 


187 


18 


16 


Madison 


206 


32 


16 


Manatee 


5 


23 


92 


Nassau 


298 


23 


18 


Orange 


20 


28 


60 


Osceola 


5' 


5 


5 


Palm Beach 


— 


16 


12 


Pasco 


10 


36 


16 


Pinellas 


75 


96 


3 


Polk 


38 


l4 


90 


St. Johns 


11 


16 


120 


St. Lucie 


— 


4o 


8 


Sarasota 


48 


4o 


15 


Seminole 


37 


20 


15 


Sumter , 


-- 


19 


48 


Sumter 


— 


13 


48 


Washington 


30 


15 


16 


TOTAL 


1713 


1018 


Mean =42.1 



Median =22,0 hr 
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TEACiiNK 
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If yes, 


hcv; 


many 


aid 


•T> •* 1 i 


d yoL 


X e 


Did you 


2.S 


a couf 


ity 


opera 


te, or 


trainir.g 


: P^- 


og 2 ' a m 


prior to 


Augi 


.i 5 1 






X 




Yi;3 






If yes, 


hov; 


many 


tea 


G 1* e ‘Z 


attend 



NO 



. i:,"s err.pi. 



15 



! "0 jf 2. 1 ‘ 



NO 
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How r.any teacher aides attended? 



Vrnat was the length of the training program? 



240 hours 



V/hat activities or topics were included? 



1- Problems of the disadvantaqad child as they relate to school adjustrnents . 

Philosophy and goals of this program in promoting 'a'T^TJrabre“Cl.t,:rate 
2. for self-concept and academic adjustment. 



3^ 

5. 



Child grov/th and 
Role of teachers 



deyelopment as it relates to varied behaviors of children 
and teacher aides in a team approach to remedial teacning. 



Storytelling and reading v/ith children. Utilizing games and gimmicks in 
^hs-q-Frd i i d 'U a 1 i z-aeci iO-a-n f - r e ad 1 o . g ^ 



What, if anything, would you change acout your training program? 

rn n-t-inuoiK tr^-im'ng nrogram v/i th semi-monthlv study and di scu ssio n. 

• More emphasis on study of materials and their effectiveness witTi 

2- particular children. 

Training for assisting in development of materials for use v/ith a 
3. specific learning style of child. 



k. 



5. 



If you believe that this 'was an outstanding 'or 
indicate the basis for your judgement and atta 



extremely effective program, please 
h more detailed description of the 



orgaaiz^ticp.j 



operation and curriculum cf the program. 
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COUNTY Broward 
T9 60- 19 70 

TEACHER AIDES (continu.o) 

As a result of this training program both teacher and teacher aides 
have become more effective as a teaching team. 

The program is organized so that the teacher aide is an integral part 
of an instructional team responsible for; 

1. Providing a positive environment for the pupils. 

2. Providing remedial activities geared to the 
individual child's stage of development in reading 
and language skills. 

3. Implementing a program structure that more effectively 
personalizes instruction for each chi.ld. 

4. Employing motivational techniques, instructional strategy, 
and a continuous assessment methodology relevant to the 
learning styles of the learners. 

The teaching teams work harmoniously together. Teacher aides work 
closely with the teachers in daily planning sessions, in reinforcement 
instructional activities, in preparation of materials and activities for 
daily lessons, and in the study of innovative techniques for improvement of 
the program. 
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In the area of cornmnitv anr'’ narental vemen t in educational 



planning and onerations, Title I nroqrarns are the pace 
setter?^ for the state. Non-Title I Proqrarns, onerated by 
Florida LEAs are anproximatel'^ three veare behinri the 
Title I prograras reqarfina narental involvement. ''^rior to 
py 196 8, the onlv cornmimitv involve.ment in educational 
program mas either initiated bv ccmmunitv members or v;as 
informational v/ith school n«rsonnel mahinp sneeches and 
presentations to local aronns. Tn 1968, Title I nroqramis 
berran utilizing La''' Advisor^' Committees and this nractice 
has snread, until in the current vear onlv ten LFA's do 
not have a functional Lav Advisorv Committee. Annroximate Iv 
one half of the districts with committees nov' report 
that thev also utilize Lav Advisor^' Committees in other, 
non-Title I areas. 

The follov;inq chart indicates the proportion of renresenta- 

tives appointed to Advisorv Committees from various segments 

. » 

of the cnmmunit'''. The proportion are computed -From the 
reports of 51 of the 67 LEAs in the state and include 437 
committee members. 
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COMMUNITY REPRESENTATTOM ON LA"^ ADVIEORV COMMITTEES 



Secfment of the Communitv 



% of Rep r esent at i on 



School Administrators 34.2 
Parents 30.]. 
Teachers ^*2 
Community Action Agencies 6.0 



Alelfare Agencies 5.6 
Business 5.1 
Non-Public schools 4.5 
Religious organizations 1.8 
Governmental Agencies 1.3 
Housev/ives 1.8 
School Board Members .7 
Legal ''^Professions .5 
TOTAL 100% 



Parents of Title I target children viere involved in some aspect 
of the Title I program in 96% of reporting LEAs. The follovring 
table indicates the nature and extent of parental involvem.ent in 
Title I project bv countv. 





NUIvIBEH OF PARFFTS. Ii'^^/OLV2D 



i:; TITLE I PROGllA'IS BY C0UIs'’rY 





Alachua 


Baker 




Bradford 


Brevard 


Brov/ard 


Calhoun 

j 


Charlotte 


Citrus 


Participating 
in a Program 


Yes 


0 


0 


0 


0 


50 


0 


8 


0 


Employed on 
a Project 


0 


0 


20 


0 


0 


10 


4o 


6 


0 

1 


Volunteer 

Workers 


Yes 


0 


25 


0 


0 


35 


0 


25 


0 i 
! 


Participants in 
Planning Project 


Yes 


0 


5 


Yes 


8 i 


6 


0 


6 


1 

0 j 

j 


To Disserdnate 

Information j 

1 


Yes 

i 

1 


0 


0 


0 


30 


50 


4o 


15 


0 


To Recruit 
Students & Staff 


0 


0 


1 

5 


1 

0 


0 


4 


0 


12 


0 


Invited Visits 
To Project 


Yes 


0 


0 


0 


35 


110 


50 


30 


0 


staff Visits 
Parent at Home 


* Yes 


0 


10 


Yes 


20 


50 


100 


3 


500 


Other 


Yes 


0 


0 


Yes 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 

1 

1 


Parents are 
not Involved 


No 


No 


No 


.No 


No 


No 


No 


No. 


1 

No 

' 1 


Title I Lay 
Committee 


Yes 


No 


Yes 


Yes 


Yes 


■ Yes 


No 


Yes 


1 

No 

1 
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NUMBER OF PARENTS INVOLVED IN TITLE I PROGRAMS BY COUNTY 





Clay 


Collier 


Columbia 


Dade 


De Soto 


Dixie 


i 

Duval 

1 


Escambia 


Flagler 


Participating 
in a Program 


15 


0 


5 


490 


0 


5 


791 


0 


0 


Employed on 
a Project 


15 


0 


0 


72 


0 


15 


8 


0 


0 


Volunteer 

Workers 


35 


0 


0 


249 


0 


5 


65 


100 


0 


Participants in 
Planning Project 


15 


25 


Yes 


184 


Yes 


10 


107 


0 


VO 

rH 


To Disseminate 
Information 


250 


30 


450 


343 


1 

0 


1 

0 


50 


0 


20 

i 


To Recruit 
Students & Staff 


0 


0 


Yes 


32 


0 


10 


0 


0 


10 


Invited Visits 
To Project 


87 


200 


260 


2184 


Yes 


20 


2693 


Yes 


50 


Staff Visits 
Parent at Home 


150 


100 


86 


2575 


0 


5 


1820 


Yes 


50 


Other 


Yes 


No 


Yes 


Yes 


No 


No 


Yes 


No 


1 

. No 


Parents are 
not Involved 


No 


No 


No 

1 


No 


No 


No 


No 


No 


No 


Title I Lay 
Committee 


Yes 


Yes 


Yes 


Yes 


Yes 


Yes 


Yes 

i 

1 


Yes 


No 





NUMBER OF EAPENTS, INVOLVED IN TITLE I PROGRAMS BY COUNTY 





Frankiln 


Gadsden 


Gilchrist 


Glades 


Gulf 


1 

Hamilton 


Hardee 


Hendry 


Hernando 


Participating 
in a Program 


25 


0 


0 


31 


15 


0 


0 


0 


15 


Employed on 
a Project 


0 


35 


0 


0 


2 


0 


8 


0 


0 


Volunteer 

Workers 


20 




0 


0 


12 


0 


0 


30 


0 


25 


Participants in 
Planning Project 


15 


0 


0 


3 


4 


0 


5 


9 


5 


To Disseminate 
Information 


55 


250 


0 


31 


30 


0 


5 


0 


50 


To Recruit 
Students & Staff 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


Invited Visits 
To Project 


125 


Yes 


20 


42 


25 


0 


15 


4o 


150 


Staff Visits 
Parent at Home 


35 


0 


O 

H 


5 


84 


0 


200 


30 


300 


Other 


No 


No 


No 


Yes 


No 


No 


Yes 


No 


No 

i 


Parents are 
not Involved 


No 


No 


No 


No 


No 


Yes 


No 


No . 


No I 


Title I Lay 
Committee 


Yes 


No 


Ye’s 


No 


Yes 


Yes 


Yes 


Yes 


Yes 
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NUMBER OF PARENTS INVOLVED IN TITLE I PROGRAMS BY COUNTY 





Highlands 


Hillsborough 


Holmes 


Indian 

River 


Jackson 


Jefferson 


Lafayette 


Lake 


Lee 


Participating 
in a Program 


0 


0 


0 


0 


45 


15 


0 


127 


0 


9 

Employed on 
a Project 


10 


0 


35 


0 


0 


15 


0 


0 


0 


Volunteer 

Workers 


18 


6 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


1 


50 


Participants in 
Planning Project 


6 


14 


Yes 


8 


0 


0 


0 


11 


0 


To Disseminate 
Information 


30 


0 


Yes 


15 


0 


0 


0 


l68 


0 


To Recruit 
Students & Staff 


3 


6 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


Invited Visits 
To Project 


12 


500 


.200 


30 


500 


25 


0 


670 


200 


Staff Visits 
Parent at Home 


20 


3000 


0 


25 


0 


0 


0 


44 


150 


Other 


0 


30 


Yes 


0 


0 


0 


0 


Yes 


0 


Parents are 
not Involved 


No 


No 


No 


NO' 


No 


No 


0 


No 


No 


Title I Lay 
Committee 


Yes 


Yes 


Yes 


Yes 


Yes 


No 


0 


No 


No 



O 

ERIC 
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NUMBER OF PARENTS INVOLVED IN TITLE I PROGRAMS BY COUNTY 





Leon 


Levy 


Liberty 


Madison 


Manatee 


Marion 


' Martin 


Mo rroe 


Nassau 


Participating 
in a Program 


0 


0 


0 


0 


35 


0 


15 


0 


4 


Employed on 
a Project 


o' 


0 


0 


0 


10 


0 


4 


0 


0 


Volunteer 

Workers 


0 


0 


0 


0 


3 


0 


0 


0 


10 


Participants in 
Planning Project 


5 


0 


6 


0 


10 


7 


10 


Yes 


i 

5 


To Disseminate 
Information 


Yes 


Yes 


15 


0 


25 


7 


10 


Yes 


2 


To Recruit 
Students & Staff 


0 


0 


0 


0 


15 


0 


0 


0 


3 


Invited Visits 
To Project 


Yes 


36 


20 


Yes 


72 


10 


Yes 


Yes 


25 


Staff Visits 
Parent at Home 


Yes 


124 


25 


0 


236 


0 


25 


Yes 


4 


Other 


0 


0 


0 


0 


Yes 


Yes 


Yes 


Yes 


0 


Parents are 
not Involved 


No 


No 


No 


No 


No 


No 


No 


No 


No 


Title I Lay 
Committee 


Yes 


No 


No 


Yes 


Yes 


Yes 


Yes 


1 

Yes 


Yes 
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NUMBER OF PARENTS INVOLVED IN TITLE I PROGRAMS BY COUI'TTY 





Okaloosa 


Okeechobee 


Orange 


Osceola 


Palm Beach 


Pasco 


Pinellas 


Polk 


Putnam 


Participating 
in a Program 


98 


0 


430 


0 


180 


0 


1200 


200 


0 


Employed -on 
a Project 


9 


0 


4 


5 


15 


0 


111 


0 


0 


Volunteer 

Workers 


44 


0 


35 


0 


0 


20 


0 


200 


0 


Participants in 
■ Planning. Project 


12 


0 


6 


5 


“ 1 

0 


0 


20 


15b 


10 


To Disseminate 
Information 


52 


0 


10 


10 


0 


60 


20 


300 


25 


To Recruit 
Students & Staff 


0 


0 


90 


10 


0 


7 


0 


0 


0 


Invited Visits 
To Project 


134 


0 


163 


0 


120 


108 


1100 


600 


10 


Staff Visits 
Parent at Home 


21 


0 


4 l 4 


2 


4 o 


26 


10 


300 


20 


Other 


Yes 


0 


Yes 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


Parents are 
not Involved 


No 


Yes 


No 


■ No 


No 


No 


No 


No 


No 

1 


Title I Lay 
Committee 


Yes 


No 


Yes 


No 


Yes 


No 


Yes 


Yes 


Yes 



O 

ERIC 
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NUMBER OF PARENTS INVOLVED IN TITLE I PROGRAMS BY COUNTY 





St. Johns 


St. Lucie 


Santa 

Rosa 


Sarasota 


Seminole 


Sumter 


Suwannee 


Taylor 


Union 


Participating 
in a Program 


0 


100 


0 


o 

u\ 

H 


25 


234 


0 


0 


0 


Employed on 
a Project 


0- 


0 


0 


0 


0 


11 


0 


0 


0 


Volunteer 

V/orkers 


0 


4 


0 


150 


0 


46 


0 


0 


0 


Participants in 
Planning Project 


9 


0 


7 


20 


0 


29 


Yes 


0 


Yes 


To Disseminate 
Information 


4 


220 


0 


20 


■ 0 


334 


Yes 


0 


0 


To Recruit 
Students & Staff 


1 


108 


0 


0 


0 


10 


0 


0 


0 


Invited Visits 
To Project 


30 


70 


20 


90 


45 


539 


Yes 


0 


Yes 


Staff Visits 
Parent at Home 


20 


11 


25 


50 


135 


37 


0 


0 


0 


Other 


0 . 


Yes 


0 


Yes 


Yes 


0 


0 


0 


0 


Parents are 
not Involved 


No 


No 


No 


. No 


No 


No 


No 


0 


No 


Title I Lay 
Committee 


Yes 


Yes 


Yes 


Yes 


No 


Yes 


Yes 


0 


No 
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NUMBER OF PARENTS INVOLVED IN TITLE I PROGRAMS BY COUNTY 





Volusia 


Wakulla 


Walton 


Washington 




Total 








Participating 
in a Program 


16 


0 


0 


0 




4324 








Employed on 
a Project 


4 


12 


25 


6 




507 








Volunteer 

Workers 


12 


0 


0 


0 




1225 








Participants in 
Planning Project 


6 


5 


10 


10 




815 








To Disseminate 
Information 


6 


80 


0 


50 




3169 








To Recruit 
Students & Staff 


0 


0 


0 


5 




331 








Invited Visits 
To Project 


223 


0 


0 


100 




11788 








Staff Visits 
Parent at Home 


650 ^ 


0 


0 


25 




11572 








Other 


0 


0 


0 


0 












Parents are 
not Involved 


No 


No 


No 


■No 












Title I Lay 
Committee 


Yes 


Yes 


No 


Yes 














G2 



